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George Lardner, newsroom 
The Washington Post 
1150 15 ^t., IIVJ 
Washington, SC 20071 

Dear George, 

After reading Pincus 1 story in tliis morning's paper I found it inyfcLssible to read 
farthur because I was again bothered by something everyone ha3 missed from the time of 
the Meese press conference in the "hite house at which he admitted there was this pro- 
blem with shipments to Iran. 

If you ( plural ) will tliink like Occam while looking through the £ookinggla3s you 
will see The Purloined Letter right there on^the table. First surprised and then didap- 
pointed I am now frustrated that from reporters to special prosecutors it has been 
ignored. 

Nothing personal intended, but it seem3 to me that any culture reporter, eveni 
lacking knowledge of what I'll come to, should have had his antennae waving wildly when 
Meese presented himself, as he did, as a civil libertarian at that White House press 
conference tliat, among other things, nobody trusted Reagan to handle. 

I'm paraphrasing. Meuse said that he had been looking into the problem for several 
days but tliat he had not brought the FBI into it because thefe was no indication of any 
federal law violation ;ind without that it would be unfair, really wrong, for it to do 
any investigating, conduct any interviews, seek any records, because tliat would violate 
the rights of all involved. 

I hope you and/dr Pincu3 will trust me enough on this to ask the morgue to give 
you what the Post has on that press uonference mid get what I paraphrase. 

lleese was anytliing but a civil libertiirian, he lied and what he lied about is what 
made all the covering up at least by the destruction of records possible. 

As attorney general he had to know that it was at least right and praiser proper for - 
him to start a full and uninhibited investigation by the FBI immediately. 

My authority is J. EfiJjar hooger. Know a better one? ^ 

I cite his W n rren 'commission testimony. It was reviewed and editor bjr all the FBI's 
top brass and their top assistants before it was published. You'll find this in your 
probably stored) 62-109C$6 file at about Serial 169. I think I can find it easily and 
if I do I'll enclose a copy. My point is that not only is u oover an unquestionable 
authority but in thi 3 case there was extreme care by the FBI to see that he was accurate 

s 

6n the chance that your 26 volumes may also be in storage I enclose a copy of 5H98 
of his testimony. Please note tliat hoover volunteered wliat I quotaT ' after testifying 
that killing a President then was not a federal crime, a parallel to the Iran scandal 
as described by Meese, not involving any known federal law violation^: \ 

"... the President has a right to request the Bureau to make special investigations 

If the dumdum did nbt know this, /feese had to. 
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So did the FBI hierarchy. 

And the "hite HOuse lawyers, whether or not they told Heagan - as they certainly 

* i 

should have. 

(joe3 this suggest that they should he asked, by reporters as well a3 the special 
prsecutor? ) 

Meese’s lie was pretty daring because countless government lawyers had to know he 
lied and so do ioany in private practise as well as at least one who then was a Senator. 

"What it was so daring suggests to me at least tliat he recognized runnnggthat not 
inconsiderable risk was required. 

A n turn this suggests recognition of desparation requiring the daring lie and all the 
risk that entailed. 

Just suppose that one of the repoer^ had cited this Hoover testimony with all the 
cameras live and all those penjis and reels active^-/ 

My, what a fiasco! 

If you do not see the story in this tliat I do, qs I hope you will, I hope you will 
question the special prosecutor on this point. Perhaps his/ legal research did not in- 
clude what Hoover knew and do many disclosed FBI records leave without any question at all* 
hundreds if not more FBI investigations that do not involve violations of any federal 
laws. 

I also enclose a list of FBI file classifications that reflect this, updated only to 
an FBI iy84 publication of them. The first two page3 are from an earlier FBI publication. 

The FBI conducts non-law enforcements investigations under at least two ^of the 
#admats , " 62 and 66. The latter i3 where it hides its electronic afitTother^ political 
surveillances. The former is what it used for its JFK assassination investigations it did 
not keep secret. ' i 'his includes what it did for the Commission and what it did and does 
for the Congress, and, among others tliat may have been appropriate, how about 206-210, 
$Fraud against the Government"? Or one of the oldest, "2** Neutrality Matters," the ** 
signifying it was "security related?" 

What I am saying is tliat even if Hoover's testimony were not accurate, as it was, if 
Meese had had any interest in conducting the investigation tliat he had fo know should have 
been begun immediately he had no trouble finding a legitimate and recognized justification 
for sending the FBI in immediately, as in other instances it did. Heagan could liave j too. 

And Ollie North' s and other shredders would not have been able to destroy the in- 
criminating evidence that from today's story could have led to impeachment. 

Now maybe I'll be able to pay attention to the resth of the paper. I knew before 
getting mine tliat this story was there because it led the CBS radio news, at 3^ and at 



3 a.m, 



Best! 




